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“THE VATICAN DEGREES 


IN LHEIR BEALING ON 


CIVIL ALLEGIANCY 


e 
I. Tum Occaston anp Scorp or nis Tract. 


tk the prosecution of a piypose not polonical hut 
pacific, I have beon led to employ words which belong, 
moro or Jess, to tho: yregion of roligions controversy ; 
and which, though taey were thomsclves fow, seom i 
require, from tho various feelings phoy havo aroused, 
that I should carefully ‘defina, clucidato, and dofond 
them? Tho task is nol of x kind agrecable to mo} 
but I proceed to perform it. 

Among tho causes, which havo tonded to disturb 
and perplex the public mind in tho*consideration of 
our own religious difficulties, one has beon a cortain 
alarm at the aggressive activily and imagined growth 
of tho Roman Church in this country, All qro aware 
of our susceptibility on this sido; and it was nol, T 
think, improper for one who destros to remove aie ‘y- 
thing that can intorfore with a calm and judicial 
tempor, and who believes the alarm lo bo gtoundloys* 
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to state, pointedhy though brjgfly, some reasons fa 
* that belief, 

Necordingly I oo Tote ae iting tpl ovaans 
languagd, i in a paper iftserted im the number cof th 
‘Contemporary Review’ for ithe month of October 
Iwas speaking of “the question whether e handfu 
of the clergy aro or are not engaged in an utterly 
hopeless and visionary offort to Romanise the Churel 
and people of England.” ‘ 

* “At no time since the bloody reign “of Mary ha 
such a gcheme been possible, o But if it had beer 
possible in the seventeenth or cighteenth centuries, i1 
would still have becoma mpossible in the nineteonth 
“when Romo has substituted for tho proud boast o: 
Semperreadem a policy of violence and change in faith 

wvhen she has refurbished, and p.raded anew, overy 
rusty tool she was 3 fondly thought to have disused ; 
when no one can” become ler convert without 10° 
nouncing lis moral and mental freodom, and placing 
his civil loyalty and duty at tho morey of another ; 
and when she ‘has equally reputijated modern thought 
and ancient histery.”* 

Had I been, what I wrote this passage, as [ now 
am, addressing’ myself in considerablo measure to my 
Roman Catholic fllow-countrymen, I should have 
atriven avoid the seeming’ roughness of some of 
thes¢*expressions; but as tho question is now about 








Contempoimy Review, Oot, 1874, p. 67 £. 
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their substance, from which I am not i gny particular 
disposed to recede, any‘nijempl to recast their poneral 
form would sprobably Iisleada” J..prococd, then,” it) 
deal with them on their meritse * 

” More than one friond of mino, among’ thosa who 
havo been led to join the Roman Cathdlic commu- 
nion, has made this passage the subject, more or loss, 

“of oxpostulation, Now, in my opinion, tho assertions 
which it makgs*are, as coming from a layman"who 
has spent most and the best, “yous of his life in tho* 
observation and practice of politics, not aggressive 
but defonsivo. . 

‘It is neither the abottors ef.iho Papal’ Chair, nor 
any one who, howevor far from boing an abottor of 
the Papal Chair, actually writes frm a Papal*point* 
of view, that has a rig™it to romonstrato with tho world 
at large; but it is the world at largo, on the contrary, 
that has tho fullest right 10 yornonst rato, first with 
His Holiness, socondly wiéh those who sharo his 
proceedings, thirdly even, with such a8 passively 
allow and accopt them.* 

I therefore, as one of tho world at lerge, propose to 
exposiulate inmy turn, I shall stfive to show to such 
of my Roman Catholic fellow-subjects as may kindly 
-give me a hearing that, aller tho singular slops 
which tho authorities of thoir Church havo tn thaso 
last years thought fit to take, the people of “his 
country, who fully believe in their loyalty, art 
_ entitled, on purcly civil grounds, to expect fiom them 
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somo declaration or manitestation of opmuon, in reply, 
tothat ecclesiastical par ty in their Church who have 
laid down, in thei" nam, pifnciples adverse to tho 
purify and intogrity of civil allegiance. . 

Undoubtedly my allegations aro of freat reads 
Such broad allegations require a broad and a deep 
foundation. The first question which they raise is,. 
Are,they, as to the material part of them, true? But 
oven their truth might not suffice to sfow that thoir 
publication was opportune, The sdtond questich, 
thon, Which thoy raiso is, Ave they, for a any practical 
purpose, material ? “And thero is yct a third, though 
a minor, question, whidll arises out of the propositions 
in connection with their authorship, Were they suil- 
able to be set forth by the presont writer ? 

'To these three questions I wifl now set myself to 
reply. And the. matter of, my reply will, as I coy- 
cvive, constitute and convey an appeal to the under- 
standings of my Roman Catholic fellow-counttymen, 
which I trust, that, at the least, somo among them may 
deem not aliogother wiworthy“of their consideration, 

From the language used by some of tho organs of 
Roman Catholic opinion, it is, I am afraid, plain that 
in some quarters they have given deep offence. Dis- 
pleasure, indignation, even fur y, might bo said to” 

mark the language which in tho heat of the moment 
has been expressed hero and there. They have been 
hastily treated as an attack made upon Roman Catho- 
lies genérally, nay, as an insult offered them, It is° 
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obvious to reply, that of Roman Catholics gouerally 
they state nothing. Together, with a reference, to 
“ gonverts,” of which Tahal? say more, they egustilu to 
generally a free and sivong animarvorsion of Lhe 
conduct, of tt Papal Chair, and of ils atbvisoms anil 
abettors. If I am told that ho who animadverts 

» upon these assails theroby, or insulis, Roman Catholics 
at large, who do not chooso their ecclesiastical rulers, 
and are not Yecognised as having any voico in tho 
edvernment of*thoir Church, d cannot be bound by or 
“aecept a proposition Which scoms to nw 10 be %o little 
in, accordance with reason, . ‘ 

Before all things, howovor; { should desire it to bo 
understood that, in the remarks now offered, I dosiro, 
to eschew not only religious bigotry, but lifowiso 
theological controversy. Indeod, with theology, ox~ 
cept in its civil bearing, with theology as such, 1 
have here nothing whaleverete do, But il ig tho 
peculiarity of Roman theology that, by thrusting ilsolf 
into the tomporal domajn, isnaturally, ayd pvon neces 
sarily, comes 10 be % frequent thomo of political 
discussion, To quiet-mindod Roman Catholies, ib mmust 
be a subject of infinite annoyances, that thoir religion 
is, on this ground more than any othor, tho subject 
of criticism; more than any other, the occasion of 
conflicts with the Stato aud of civil disquielude, 
T feel sincercly how much hardship their gaso ontails, 
Bui this hardship is brought upon then altogether 
by the conduet of the authorities of their owA Clawch, 
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Why did theplégy enter so largely into the debates 
of Parliament on Roman Catholic Emancipation? 
Céttainly not because°our statesmen antl debaters,of 
fifty cars ago had an abstract love of such-contro- 
versios, byt because it was extensively believed that 
the Popo of Rome had heen and was a trespasser upon 
ground which belonged to the civil authority, and that, 
he affected to determine by spiritual prerogative ques- 
tions of the civil sphere. This fact, if fret it be, and 
“not the truth or falsehood, the reasonablencss or 
unreasenablengss, of any article of purely religioys' 
helief, is the wholo-and solo cause of the mischief. 
To this fact, and to ais fact alone, my language 
is referablo: but for this fact, ij would havo been 
“neither my duty nor my desire to use it, All other 
Christian bodies are content with freedom in their 
own religious domain, Orientals, Lutherans, Cal- 
vinists, Presby orians, Episcopalians, Nonconformigts, 
one and all, in the present day, contentedly and 
thankfully accept the benefits of civil order; nover 
pretend that ‘tho Stato,is nol Hs own mastor; make 
no religious claims io {emporal possessions or advan- 
tages; and, conseqitently, never are in perilous col- 
lision with the State. Nay moro, even so I believe 
it is with the masa of Roman Catholics individually, 
But not so with the loaders of their Church, or with 
thos who take prido in following the Jeadors, 
Indeed, this has beon mado mattor of boast :— 


“ Theio fs not another Church so called” (than tho Roman), 
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“ngr any community piofessing to bo a Churah, which doos not 
submit, o1 obey, or hold its peace, whon tho civil govotnors of 
the world command.”—''The Present (hisis of tho Joly Soo,’ 
by p. BE. Mannitg, DD.  Ldndont 1863, pe 75. 

The Home of the Middle Ago claimed, enjotral 
monarchy." The modern Church of Thomo has 
abandoned nothing, retracted nothing, Ts that all? 
Far from it. By condemning (as will bo scen) those 
who, like Bishoy Doyle in 1826,* charge tho medi- 
aval Popes With aggression, ‘she unconditionally, 
even if covertly, maintains what tho medieval 
Pepes maintained, Bht even this is not tho ‘worst, 
The worst by far is that whereis, in tho national 
Churches and ¢communitics of ihe Middle Agos, 
there was a brisk, vigorous, and constant opposition 
to these outrageous claims, an opposition which 
stoutly assorted its own orthodoxy, which always 
cansod itself to be respecjed, and which oven somo- 
dimes gained tho upper hands now, in this nino 
teenth contury of ours, and Whilo it is growing old, 
this samo opposition hag boon put out of aourt, and 
judicially oxtinguishe? withiz the Papal Olmreh, 
by the recent doorees of the Vajicah, And it is 
impossible for persons accepting those decrees justly 
to complain, when such documents are subjected in 
good faith to a strict examination as rospeets their 
compatibility with civil right and tho obedienco, of 
subjects, 





Tords’ Cominittee, March 18, 1826, Report, pelo. 
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In defending my language, I shall carefully marl€itg 
limits, But all defence is reassortion, which properly 
requires a deliberai® récomfidoration ' and no man 
wh6é thur reconsiderg should scruple, if h8 find .g 
much ash word that may convey a felse impr a , 
toamend it, Exactness in stating truth according 
to the measure of our intelligence, is an indisponsabla 
condition of justice, and of a title to be heard. 

My propositions, then, as they stood, are these :— 

1, That “Rome has substituted’ for the préud 
boast Of semper eadem, a policy of violence and chango 
in faith,” , : 6 

2, That sho has refurbished and paraded anew 
every rusty tool sho was fondly thought to have 
disused. 

3. That no one can now become her convert with- 
out renouncing his moral and montal freedom, and 
placing his civil loyalty and duty at tho meroy of 
iar 

4, That gho (“Roma”) has equally repudiated 
modern thought and snciont Nistory, 


H. Tre Frese axp tan Fourrn Provogrrroys, 
* 


Of the fist and fourth of these propositions I shall 
dispose rather summarily, as they appear to belong 
to the theological domain, They refer to a fact, and 
they record an opinion. One fact to which they. 
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refer is this: that, in days within my momory, tho 
constant, favourite, and i imposing argument of Roman 
coniretrersialistd was te tinbfoken and absolute 
identity th belief of the Roman Church rom tho 
days of oursSavfour until now. No ono, wif has at 
all followed the course of this literaiuro during the 
last forty years, can fail to be sensible of the chango 
in its present tenour. More and more have tho 
assertions of c@ntinuous uniformity, of doctrine re- 
codtd into scartely penetrable shadow, Moro and 
move have another series of assertions, of a hving 
authority, ever ready to open, ‘adopl, qnd shape 
Christian doctrine according ; to the times, takon thoir 
place, Without ‘discussing the abstragt, compatibility 
of these lines of argument, [ note two of the immense 
practical differences betweon thom, 1n the first, the 
office claimed by the Church is principally that, of awil- 
ness to facts ; in the second, principally that ol'njudeo, 
if nota revealer, of doctrina, fn tho first, tho procossers 
which the Church undertakes aro subjegl to a con- 
stant challenge and apyeal to history ; in the socond, 
no amount of historical testimony,can’ avail agaiusi, 
the unmeasured power of tho theory of dovelop~ 
ment, Most important, most pregnant considera- 
tions, these, at least for two classes of porsons: Lor 
those who think that exaggorated doctrines of Church 
power are among’ the real and sorious dangqrs of tho 
age; and for thoso who think that against all forms, 
‘both of superstition and of anboliof, ono mein pre 
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servative is*to be found in maintaining tho truth and 
quthority of history,,and the incstimable value of the 
historic spirit, 

So myth for the fact; as for the opinion, that the. 
recent Plypal decrees are at war with modetn thought, 
and that, purporting to enlarge the necessary creed 
of Christendom, they involve a violent breach with 
history, this is a matter unfit for me o discuss, as if” 
is a question of Divinity ; ; but not anf t for me to 
have mentioned in thy article; since the opinion. 
given there i8 the opinion of those with whom I Was 
endeavouring to roasqn, namcly, tho great majotity 
of the British public.’ . 

T{it is thought that the word violence was open ‘to 
exception, I regret 1 cannot give it up. The justifi- 
cation of the ancient definitions of the Church, which . 
have endured the storms of 1500 years, was to bo 
found in this, that thdy wore not arbitrary or wilful, 
but that they wholly sprang from, and related to 
theories rampant at ilfe timo, and regarded ag 
menacing to Christiah belief’ Even the Canons of 
the Council of ‘fyent havo in the main this amount, 
apart from their matter, of presumptive warrant, 
But the decrees of the present perilous Pontificate 
have been passed to favour and precipitate prevailing 
cuzrents of opinion in the ecclesiastical world of 
Rome. Zhe growth of what is often termed among 
Protestants Mariolatry, and of belief in Papal Infal- 
libility, "was notoriously advancing, but it seems not” 
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jusu enough to sutisiy the dominant party. ‘Yo alin 
the deadly blows of 1854* and 1870 at the old 
historic, scientific, and ‘hodbrafo school, was, ‘suvoly 
qv act of violence; and with this constr tho $ro- 
coeding of1870 as actually boon visited by tho first 
living theologian now within tho Roman Communion, 
I mean, Dy. John Henry Newman; who has used 
‘ these significant,words, among others : “ Why should 
an aggressive @nd insolent faction be allowed to make 
thé heart of th® just sad, whom the Tord hath not 


+ 


mado sorrowful ? 


IIL Ke Suoonp- Provosrrron, 


I take next my second Proposition’: that Rome has 
refurbished, and paraded anew, every rusty tool she 
was fondly thought to havo disused, 

"Is this thon a fact, ov if it nob? 

Tmust assume that it is deniod; and thorefore [ 
cannot wholly pass by the work of proof, But T will 
state in the fewest posfible words, und* with refov- 
ences, a few propositions, all the holders of which have 
been condemned by the See of Ronte during my own 
generation, and especially within tho last twolve or 
fifteen yeas. And, in order ihat lemay do nothing 
towards importing passion into what is matter of 


* Deoreo of the Immaculate Concoption. 
f See the rxomukablo Lotter of Dr. Nowman to Bishop Ulla« 
“thorno, in tho ¢ Guardian’ of April 4, 1870, 
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pure argumont, I will avoid citing any of the fefr- 
fully energetic epithets in which the condemnations 
are sometimes clothed, " +: . 

1p Thogo who maintain the Liberty of ihe Progs, 
Encyclica, Lettor of Pope Giegory XVI» in 18313 
and of Pope Pius IX., in 1864. 

2, Or the liberty of conscience and of worship, 
Encyclical of Pius IX., December 8, 1864, 

8. Or the liberty of peceli iSyllabrs’ of March 18, 
1861, Prop, Ixxix, Ainoyelical of Pope Pius IX,, 
Decentber 8, 7864, 

4, Or who contend that Papal judgments gua 
decrees may, without ‘sin, be disobeyed, or differed 
from, unless they treat of the rules (dogmata) of 
faitlt or morals, Ibid. 

5. Or who assign io the State tho power of defining 
the civil rights (jura) and province of the Ohureh. 
‘ Syllabus’ of Pope Pins TX., March 8, 1861, Thid. 
Prop. xix. 

6, Or who hold thateRoman. Pontiffs and Ten- 
menieal Councils have transgressed tho limits of 
their power, afid usurped the rights of princes, Ibid. 
Prop, xxiii. 

(Zt must be borne in mind, that “ oumenical Coun 
cils” here mean “Roman Councils, not recognised by 
the rest of the Church, The Councils of the early 
Church did not interfere with the j Jurisdiction of the civil 


power.) 
7. Of that the Church may not employ force.« 
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(Eeelesia vis inferendee ppotestatem non habet.) * Syl. 
labus,’ Prop. xxiv. 7 ’ ‘ 
8 Or that power, not i heritd in tho office of tho 
.Episcopate, but, granted to it by the civil apthorily, 
may be withdrawn from it at the diserction of that 
authority. Ibid. Prop, xxv. 
+9, Or that the civil immunity (tmmunitas) of the 
‘Church and its Pinistors, depends upon civil right. 
Thid. Prop. xxx. | 

10, Or that in the. conflict of lavts civil, and 
aodtsinatical, the civil law should pr vail. Tid. 
Prop. xhi. *, 

TL. Or that aay method of instruction of youth, 
solely secular, may be approved. Ibid. Prop. xlvti, 

12. Or that knowledgo of things philosophical and 

civil, may and should decline to be guided by Divino 
and Ieclesiastical authority Ibid. Prop. lvii, 

13. Or that marriage is noivin its ossonce a Sacra- 
ment, Ibid. Prop, Ixvi. * 

14, Or that marriago, not sacr amonially dont vacted, 
(si sacramentum exeludatur) has a binding force, Thid, 
Prop. Ixxiti. 

15. Or that the abolition of the Temporal Power 
of the Popedom would be highly advantageous 40 tho 
Church. Ibid. Prop, Ixxvi, Also Ixx, 

16. Or that any other religion than tho Romafi 
religion may be established by a State. Ibid. Prop. 
lxxvii, ° 

“17. Or that in “Countzies callod Catholic,” the 
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free exorcise’ of othor religions may landably be 
allowed. ‘Syllabus’ Prop. Ixxviii. 

18, Or that the" Roma Pontiff dught to gome 
torterms, with progress, liberalism, and modern alyili 
zation, ti Ibid. Prop, Ixxx. * oa 

This list is now perhaps sulliciontly extended, al- 
though I have ag yet not touched the decrees of 1870. 
But, before quitting it, I must offer three observations 
on what it contains: a 

Firstly, Ido ‘not placo all the Pxopositions ineono 
and the saryo category ; for*there are a portion ‘of 
thom which, as fat as I can judge, might, by’ the 
combined aid of faveftrable construction and vigorous 
explanation, bo br ought within bownds, And I hold 
that favourable construction of the terms used in 
controversies is the right generalrule. But this can 
only bo so, when construction is an open question.” . 
‘When the author of cortain propositions claims, ad in 
the case before us, aSole and unlimited power to 
igterpret them in sych,mannor and by such rules ag 
he may from time to time fhink' fit, the only defonco 
for all others concorned is at once to judge for them- 
selves, how much of unreason or of mischief the words, 
naturally understood, may contain, 

Secondly, It°may appear, upon a hasty pernsal, 
that neither the infliction of penalty in life, limb, 





For the original passages from the Hnoyclionl and Syllabus 
of Pinel X., see Appendix A 
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‘liberty, or goods, on disobediont® membors of thg 
Christian Ohurch, nor the title to doposo sovercigns, 
and releas subjects from’ théir allegianco, with all its 
revolting consequences, Has Boon horo rqufiirnmd. In 
terms, shers is no mention ‘of them; b&t in tho sub- 
stance of the propositions, I griovo to say, thoy aro 
heyond doubt included. Tor it is notqrious that they 
have been declared and decreed by “Rome,” that is 
to say by Pepes and Papal Couns; and the stringont 
condemnations of the Syllabus includo all those who 
hold that Popes and*Papal Councils Acclar reckecumoni- 
‘cal) have transgressed the jhst limits of their powor, 
or usurped the rights, of, phinces, What have beon 
their opinions and decrees about, porsecution I ngod 
hardly say; and indeed the right to omploy physical 
force is even here undisguisedly claimod (No. 7), 
von while IT am writing, Lam,vemindod, from an 

unquestionable soureo, of tho words of Popo Pius TX, 
himself on tho doposing ‘powor, T add only a fow 
italies; tho words appew! as givon in q translation, 
without the originakr— —. 


“The present Pontiff used theso words in 10plying io tho 
address from the Academia of the Ostholic Religion (July 21, 
1878) — 

“«Thoro are many orrore regarding tho Infillibility: but the 
most malicious of all is that which inoltdos, i in that dogina, tho 
right of deposing sovercigns, and doolaring tho people no longor 
bound by tho obligation of fidelity. This right has new ond 
again, in oritionl oiroumstances, been oxoicisod by tho Pontilts : 
but it has nothing to do with Papal Infallibility. Its origin was 
not tho infallibility, but tho authority of tho gPopo. This 

a2 
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snuthority, in acadrdanco with public right, which was then 

vigorous, and with the acquigscenco of all Christian nations, who* 
yeveronect in the Pape the supronte Judge of the Christian 

Commogwonlih, catended so far ad to pass sudgment, even en civil 

affairs, on the $ of Princes aud of Nations.” * 


Lastly, I thust obsorve that these are not mero 
opinions of the Pope himsolf, nor even are they 
opinions which he might paternally recommend to 
the pious consideration vf tho faithful. With the pro- 
mulgation of hig opinions is unhappily combined, in 
the Encyclical Lotter, which vittually, though not 
expressly, inqludes tht ‘whole, a.command to all his 
spiritual children (from which epmmand we the disobe- 
dient children aye in no way excluded) ‘to hold them, 

“Tfaque omnes et singulas pravas opiniones et 
doctrinas singillatim hisce litcris commemoratas 
auctoritate nostril, Apostolicé reprobamus, proseri- , 
bimus, atque damnamus; casque ab omnibus Catholicu 
Ecclesia filiis, voluti ropfobatas, proseriptas, atique 
damnatas omnino habori yolumus ot mandamus.” 
Enoyel. Deo. 8; 1864, « *. 

And the decrées of 1870 will presently show ua, 
what they establish as the binding forco of the man- 
date thus conveyed to the Christian world. 


* ¢Qivilization and tho See of Rome,’ By Lord Robert Mon- 
dagu. Dublin, 1874. A Leoture delivered under the auspices of 
tho Catholic Union of Ireland, I havo a little misgiving about 
tho version: but not of a nature to affect the substance, 
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IV. fxm Lamp Prorosrrioy, 


. . ‘ . 

T now pass to tho operation of those oxtraor= 

-dinary declarations on porsoral and rile duty. 
Whek tho cup of endurance, whichsNad so long 
been filling, began, with tho council of tho Vatican 
in 1870, to overflow, the most famous and learned 
living theologian of the Roman Communion, Dx, vou 
Déllinger, I8ng the foremost chatnpion of his Church, 
“refused complies and submitiod, «vith his tompor 
undisturbed and his freedom, uniinpaired, to tho 
extreme and most painful peyalty of excotamunication. 
‘With him, mgny of the most learned and respected 
theologians of the Roman Communion in Geesertty 
underwent the same sentence, Tho vory fow, who 
elsewhere (I do not speak of Switzorland) sulfored in 
aliko manner, desorve ax admiration rising in propor- 
tion to their fewnoss. Itggeoms as though Qormany, 
from which Luther blow tho mighty trumpot this 
even now echoes throgeh* tho land, still fotainod hor 
prihacy in tho domain of coxiscienco, still supplied the 
centuria prerogativa of the greatecomitia of tho world. 
But let no man wonder or complain. Without in- 
puting to anyono the moral murgor, for sueli it is, of 
stifling conscienco and conviction, I for ono caunol 
be surprised that the fermentation, which is wovking 
through tho mind of tho Latin Chureh,* has as yot 
(clsewhero than in Gormany) but in fow instances 
come to the surface, By the mass of mafikind, it iv 
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“morally impossible that questions such as these can, 
be adequately examinell; so ib ever has been, and a0 
in the maip it will corftint, until the principles of 
insaabuotind oe machinery shall havo been appliod, 
and with analogous results, 1o intellectual and moral 
processes, Followers they are and must be, and in a 
certain sense ought to be. But whatas to the leaders 
of society, the men of education and of leisure? I will 
try 10 suggost some answer in few words., A change of 
religious profosgion is under all circumstances a gront, 
andawful thing. Mueh’more is the question, however, 
between conflicting, or parently conflicting, duties 
arduous, when the religion of a man hag beon changed: 
for him, over his head, and without the very least of 
his participation. Far be it then from me to make any 
Roman Catholic, except the great hierarchic Power, 
and those who have egged it’on, responsible for the’ 
portontous proceedings Yhich we have witnessed, 
My conviction is that, even of those who may not shake 
off the yoke, multitudes will viifdicate at any rate their 
loyalty at the expense of the consistonoy, which per- 
haps in difficult matters of religion few among us per- 
fecily maintain. But this belongs to the future; for 
the present, nothing could in my opinion be more 
unjust than,to hold the members of the Roman Church 
in g&noral already responsible for the recent innova- 
tions, The duty of observers, who think the claims 
involved ju these decrees arrogant and false, and such 
as not even impotence real or supposed ought to 
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shield from criticism, is frankly to State tho ense, 
and, byway of friendly challenge, to intreat their 
Rognan Catholic fellow-tbuntrymen to replace dheni- 
_selvea in*the position which’ five-and-forly carsmgo 
this nation’, by*the voice and action of its P4rlament, 
declared its belief that they held, 
Upon a strict re-examination of tho lynguage, as 
a part from the, substanco of my fourth Proposition, 
I find it faulty’, inasmuch as it scems to imply that a 
* Gonvert” now joining the Papal Church, not only 
gives up ceriain rights and dutics of frecdom, but 
surrenders thom by a conscious wd deliboralo act, 
What I have less accurately gid that he renouneed, 
I might have more accurately said that he forfeited, 
To speak strictly, tho claim now made upon hint by 
tho authority, which ho solomnly and with tho 
highest responsibility acknowledges, requires him to 
surrender his mental and moral freedom, and. to place 
his loyalty and civil duty Dy tho morey of anothor, 
There may have beon, aud may bo, persops who in 
their sanguine trust will nol shrink from this rosult, 
and will console themselves with tho notion that 
their loyalty and civil:duty aro to be committed to the 
custody of one much wiser than thomselvos, But I 
am sure that there are also “con¥erts ” who, when 
they poresive, will by word and act rojoct, tlio con. 
sequence which relontless logic draws for them, * If, 
however, my proposition be truo, there is no escape 
from the dilemma, Is it then true, or is itgiot ino, 
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that Rome requires a convert, who now joins hore to 
forfeit his inoral and menial frecdom, and 1o place 
his loyalty and civilduty al. the moreye of another? 

In order to place éhis,matter in as cloar Kigift as 
I can, ae be necessary to go back a little uponm 
our recolit-history. 

A. century ago we began to relax that system of 
penal law against Roman Catholics, at once petti-, 
fogging, base, and | cruel, which ‘Me. Burke has 
scathed and blastéd with his immortal eloquence. - 

When thiseprocess liad reached the point, at which: 
the question was wether they should be admitted 
into Parliament, there arose a great and prolonged 
national controversy 3 and some men, who at no 

time of their lives were narrow-minded, such as Sir 
Robert Peel, the Minister, resisted tho concession, 
Tho arguments in its favour were obvious and strong, 
and they ultimately prevated. But tho strength of 
tho opposing party hadglain in the allegation that, 
from the nature and claims of the Papal power, it was 
not possible for the consigtens Roman Catholic to pay 
to the crown of this country an ontire allegiance, and 
that the admissionsof persons, thus self-disabled, to 
Parliamout was inconsistent with the safety of the 
State and nation; which had not very long before, 
it may be observed, emerged from o struggle for 
existence. 

An anawer to this argument was indispensable ; 
and it wag supplied mainly from two sources. The 


IN TUBIR BEARING ON Cwm ALLUGEANOE, 2 


Josephine laws,* then still subsisting tn ho Austrian 
‘empire, and the arrangements which had beon mado 
atter the peave of 1816 by Pritssia, and the Gormeah 
Sthtes with Pius VII. and Gonfalvi, provod thate the 
~Papal Coyrt could submit to civoumstancos,;pnd could 
allow material restraints evon upon the ox8raisa of its 
ecclesiastical prerogatives. Here, then, ‘was a reply 
, in the senso of the phrase solvitur ambulando, Much 
information of, this class was callected for the infor- 
mation of Parliament and the countr 'y.t But thero 
were also measures taken to learn, fro tho highest 
R&man Catholic authorities of this countr Yo what was 
the exact situation of the metbers of that commu- 
nion with respect to some ofthe better known oxorbi- 
tancies of Papal assumption. Did thé Pope claim*anty 
temporal jurisdiction? Did he still pretend to tho 
exorcise of a power 10 depose kings, | roleaso subjects 
from their allegiance, and Yncito them'to revoll? Was 
faith to bo kept with herfics? Did tho Chnrch 
still teach the doctrines of persecution? Now, to no 
e . 


€- 








* See the work of Count dal Pozzo on tho Austrin Euclo. * 
siastioal Law,’ London: Munay, 1827, “ho Leopoldino Laws 
in Tusoany may also bo montionod. 

ft See‘ Report from the Sclect Committeo appointed to 19port 
the natwe and substance of the Laws and*Qidinances oxiating 
in Foreign States, respocting tho regulation of ihoir Roman 
Catholio subjects in Ecclesiastical matters, and theit iniercoutro 
with the See of Rome, or any other Foreign Heclosiagtical Juris- 
diction” Printed for the Louse of Commons in 1816 and 1817, 

« Reprinted 1851, 
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a 
one of thesc* questions could the answer really bo of 
the smallest immediate momont to this powerful 
and solidly compacted Iingdom, They woro dojtics 
selected way of sample; and the intontion was 40,.., 

elicit declixations showing generally that the fangs of 
the medisva] Popedom had been drawn, and its claws 
torn away ¢ that the Roman system, however strict 
in its dogma, was perfectly compatible with civil ' 
liberty, and withe tho institutions ofa free State 
moulded on andifferent® roligious basis from its own, 

Answors in abundance wore obtained, tondingelo 
show thas tho doctrines of deposition and perse- 
cution, of keeping fo faith with jrotics, and of 

—suixersal dominion, were obsolete beyond revival ; 
that every assurance could be given respecting them, 
except. such as required the shame of a formal 
retractation; that they wore in offect mere bugbeays, 
unworthy to be taken,into account by a nation, 
which prided itself on being mado up of practical 
men, * « * 

But it was unquestionably “(elt that something more 
than the renunciation of these particular opinions 
was necessary in order to secure the full concession 
of civil rights to Roman Catholics, As to their indi- 
vidual loyalty, a State disposed to generous or candid 
interpretation had no reason to be uneasy, Tt was 
only with regard to requisitions, which might be 
made on them from another quarter, that apprehen- 
sion could exist. It was reasonable that England’ 
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a ‘ 
should desire to know not only what the Pepe* might 
do for himself, but to what domands, by the conati~ 
tutiow of their Church , thoy were liable; and how’ far 
itewas possible that such demands ould toudh thotr 
civil duty. The theory which placed every “human 
being, in things’ spiritual and things tempqr ral, at tho 
feet of the Roman Pontiff, had not been an idolum 
spechs, a mere theory of the chamber, Brain-power 
nevat surpassed } In the political history of the world 
had been devoted for cenjuries to the single purpose 
of werking it into the practice of, Christendom ; had 
in the West achieved for an ignpotsiblo problem a, 
partial success; aud had in the “Hast punished the 
obstinate independence of the Church by that Latin, 
conquest of Gonstantinople, which effectually pro- 
pared the way for the downfall of the Eastern ompiro, 
and the establishinent of the ‘Lurks in Europo,” What 
was really material thereforcy,was, not whoiher tho 
Papal chair laid claim to this or that particular 
power, but whether it laid claim 10 somo power that 
included them all, and’ whothér that claim had 
received such sanction from the avthoritios of tho 
Latin Church, that thore remained within her borders 


* At that period tho ominent and able Bishop Doylo did not 
soruple to write as follows: “ Wo aro taunted with tho procoodings 
of Popes, What, my Lord, have wo Catholios to do {with tho 
proceedings of Popes, or why should we bo mato accountable 
for them?‘ Hssay on tho Catholic Olaims,’ ‘Lo Lord Livor- 
pool, 1826, p. 111, 
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absolutely,nd tenable standing-ground from whick war 
against it, could be maintained. Did the Pope.then 
’ claim infallibility * Or did he, either without {pfalli- 
bility gp with it (and ‘if with it so much ‘the warso), 
claim gn universal obedience from ‘his flock? And 
wore tifeso claims, either or both, affirmed in hig 
Church b} authority which even tho least Papal of 
» the members of that Church must,admit to be bind- 
ing upon conscience ? ad 
The two firs of theso questions were coverod by 
the dhird. And well it was that thoy wore so covred, 
For to them no siftisfactory anewor could even then 
be given. The Pofes had kept up, with compara. 
re littlo intermission, for well-nigh a thousand 
“Years their claim to dogmatic infallibility ; and had, 
at poriods within the samo tract of time, often 
enough made, and nover retracted, that other olaim 
which is theoretically loss” but practically larger ; their 
claim to an obediend virtually wuiversal from tho 
baptised members of ,tho Church. To the third 
question it was foriunatolyemore practicable to pre- 
scribo a satisfactory reply. It was woll known that, 
in the days of ifs glory and intcllectual power, the 
great Gallican Church had not only not admitted, 
but had denied*Papal infallibility, and had declarod 
that the local laws and usages of the Church could 
not be set aside by the will of the Pontiff. Nay, 
further, it was believed that in the main theso had 
been, down to the close of the last century, the pre 
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vailing opinions of the Cisalpino Churches in com- 
munion with Rome, ‘The Council of Constanco had 

* in acteas, well ag word shown thet thé Popo's inde 
ments, and’ the Popo himself, were triable Wy thé 
assembled representatives of the Christian, ’*vorld. 
And the Council of Trout, notwithstanding, the pre- 
dominance in it of Italian and Roman inflwences, if 
it had not denied,+yet had not affirmed either pro- 
position. 7 ‘ 

All that remained was, to know whak wore the 
sentiments cntertained on these vital points by the 
leaders and guides of Roman Catholic opinion-ncarest 
to our own doors. , And here tostimony was offered, 
which must not, and cannot, be forgotten. In part, thig, 
was the testimony of witnesses before the Committees 
of the two Houses in 1824 and 1825. I need quote 
two ‘answers only, givon by, tho Prolate, who moro 
than any other represented his Qhurch, and influencod 
the mind of this country in favour of concession at 
the time, namely, Bishop Deyle, Te was agkedl,* 


“In what, and how far, doos tho Roman Oathglic profess to 
obay the Pope?” ‘ 


* Committees of both Lords and Commons sat; tho formor 
in 1825, the latter in 1824-5. ‘Tho Reforencgs wore identical, 
and ren as follows: ‘To inquiie into tho state of Iholand, moro 
particularly with reference to the cireumsiancos which may havo 
led to disturbances in that part of the United Kingdom.” Bishopt 
Doyle was examined March 21, 1825, and Apiil 21, 1828, bofore 
the Lords, The two citations in the toxt aia takon from Bishop 
Dayle's evidence before the Commons’ Committos, Mayh 12, 
1825, p, 190, 
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Ho xeplied : 

“Tho Catholio professes to oboy tho Popa in mattorg which 
rogard his religious fith: and in thoso masters of ceclesiastical 
disotplino whict! havo alyeady boon dofinod by tha e¢mpetent ” 
Quthor#ios.” 

Aurel again, 

“ Doos that justify the objection that is mado to Catholtos, that 
thair allogianco ig divided 7” 

“ [do not think i$ does in any way, Wo are bound to obey 
the Pope in those thIngs that I have alrandy montioned, But 
our obedionce to the law, and tho alloginnce which wo give the 
soveroign, ao complets, and fyll, and porfeot, and undivided, 
inasmuch as they extend to all‘politioal, legal, and ivi, rights 
of the king or of his fubjeots. I think the allegiance due to tho 
king, antl the allegianas duo to the Pops, are as distinct and as 
divided in thoix nate, ag any two things can possibly be." 


Such is thé opinion of the dead Prelate, We shall 
presently hear the opinion of a living one. But the 
sentiments of the dead man powerfully operated on 
the open and trustful temper of this people to induce , 
them to grant, at the*cost of so much popular foeling 
and national tradition, the great and just concession 
of 1849,* That concession, without such declarations, 
it would, ta,say tho least, have been far more difficult 
to obtain, 

Now, bodies are usually held to be bound by the 
evidence of their own solected and typical witnesses, 
Bui in this instance the colleagues of those witnesses 

sthought fit also to speale collectively. 

Tivét let us quote from the colleotive “ Declara- 
tion,” in the year 1826, of the Vicars Apostolic, who, 
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With Episcopal authority, governed thé Roman Catho- 
ligs of Great Britain, : 

The allegiduco which ONtholios “hold, to bo duo, and ato 
bowad* to pay, to thelr Sovoreign, and to the olvii authority of 
the Stato, is perfept and undivided... .. - 

“They déolare that neither tho Pope, nor any. chor prolato 
or ecclesiastical porson of the Roman Catholic Church... 
hag any right to interfero divectly or indiroot#y in tho Civil 
Government ,... nor to opposo in any mainor tho pg 
formance of tho oiwil duties which ave duo to tho king.” 


* 

«Not less explicit was the Hierarthy of the Roman 
Communion in its “Pastoral Addresseto tho Clergy 
afd Laity of the Roman Oathole Church in Ireland,” 
dated January 26,1826, This address corttains a Do- 
claration, from which I extrict the following words:— 

“Tt is a duty which thoy owo to thomselvos, as wall "E00 
their Protestant fellow-subjeats, whose good. opinion thoy “valyo, 
to endeavour once moro to remove the falso imputations that 
Dave beon frequonily cast upon the faith and disciplino of 


that Chuch which is intrusted to thoir care, that all may be 
enabled to know with accuracy thetr%yonuine prinatples,”” 


In Article 11 :-—~ . 


They declare on oath sthoir bollof that tt 4s not an avtiole 
of the Catholic Faith, neithor aro they tleroby required to 
beliove, that the Pope is infallible.” +, 


and, after various recitals, they set forth 


“After this full, explicit, and sworn doctmation, wo are utterly 
at a logs to conceive on what possible ground wo could bo jusily 
charged with bearing towards our most gracious Saveioign only 
a divided allegianco,” 


Thus, besides much else that I will not stop to quote, 
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Papal infallibility was most solemnly declared to be 
a. matter on which ach man might think as he 
pleased; the Pope’s power to claim obedignce Waa 
strictly arf narrowly dimited : it was exprogsly deniéd- 
that he Had any title, direct or indirect, 10 interfere 
in civil govgrnment, Of the right of the Popo to 
define the ‘limits which divide tho civil from the 
spiritual by his own authority, not ohg word is said 
by the Prelates of*either. country. ° 
Since that dime, all these propositions havo been. 
reversed, Tho Popes infallibility, when he speafts 
exw cathedrd on faith ond morals, has been declared, 
with the assent of the Bishops of the Roman Church, 
tale an article of faith, binding on the conscience of 
evory Christian; his claim to the obedience of his 
spiritual subjects has been declared in like manner 
without any practical limit or resorve; and hig 
supremacy, without any geserve of civil rights, has 
been similarly affirmed to include overything which 
relates to the discipline” awd government of the 
Church throughout thé world. And theso doctrines, 
we now know oncthe highest authority, it is of 
necessity for salvation to believe. 5 
Independently, however, of the Vatican Decrees 
themselves, it is necessary for all who wish to under- 
stand what has been the amount of the wonderful 
change now consummated in the constitution of the 
_ Latin Church, and what is the present degradation of 
"its Episedpal order, to observe also the change, amount: 
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ing to vovolution, of form in’ tho present; aa compared 
with othor coycilintory dgerocs, «Indocd, that spirits 
of ovnlpalisation, tho oxcosses, of which aro fatal, to 
wigorous life in, tho Church ag+in the Stato, seoma 
now nearly to havo reached the last and “furthest 
point of possible advancement and exaltation. 

When, in fel, we speak of tha deerdes of thos 
Council of the Vatican, wo use a phrase which will 
not bear strict examination, Tho* Canons of ilto 
Council of Trent were, pi least, the realeCanong of a 
real Council; and the strain in which thoy aro pro- 
mulgated is this :—Hee sacrasancta, ccurhenica, et 
generalis Tridentina Synodus, in Spiritu Sancto legitime 

‘ congregata, in ed preesidentibus cisdem tribus apostolicis 
Legatis, hortatur, ox docet, or statutt, or decornit, and tho 
like: and its eanons,as published in Rome, aro “ Canones 
et lecreta Sacrosancti ecumsnici Concilit Tridentini,? * 
and so forth. But what we have now to do wilh is 
the CGonstitutio Dogmatica Prima de Ecelesié. Christi, 
edita in Sessione tertid of ého*Vatican Council, It is 
not a constitution mado by the Council, but ono pro- 
mulgated in tho Council.t And who is it, that logis- 
lates and decrees? It is Pius Epriscopus, servus 








* «Toma: in Collogio urbano do Propaganda Fido? 1883, ' 

{ Tom awaio that, as somo hold, this was tho caso with the 
Council of the Lato.an in A. 1215, Bui, first, this hasnot bagn 
ostablished : socondly, the vory gist of tho ovil wo mo donling 
with consists in following (and enforcing) precedents from tho 
age of Popo Innocent III. 


n 
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servorum Dei: and tho seductive plural of his docemus 
ge cede is simply tho dignified and. cen emonious 
“Wo” Royal declarations,” The" documen, is 
dafod P tats nostri Anno XXV: and iio lumblo 
shave of* the assombled Episcopato in"the ‘wansaction 
is represonied by sacro approbante concilio, And now 
for the prepositions themselves. 

First comes tho Popo’ 'g infallibility,:—~ 

“Docomus, ob ai¥initus rovelatum dogmn 0880 dofiniyns, 
Romanum Ponfjficom, cum ox Cathocha loquituy, id ost own, 
omnimnh Chiistianorum Pastors of” Dociois munore fungons, 
pro aupioma sud Aposislici auctoritate doctrinam do fide vol 
mouibus ab"universt Hoclesia tenondam dofinit, por assistontiam 
divinam, ipsi in Boato Pét.o momissam, eA gniullibilitato pollero, 
qué Divinus Redomptor Neclesiam suam in definionda dootiing 
do fido vol moiibus instinoiam osso voluit: idooquo ojus Romani 
Pontificis dofinitionos ox scso non autom ox consonsu Woolosin 


jnreformabilos esse,’* 
“ 


Will it, thch, bo snid that the infallibility of the 
Pope acerues only when he speaks ew cathedrd? No 
doubt this is a very material consideration for those 
who havo been told that tht .private conscionco is to 
dorive comfort and assurance from the emanations 
of the Papal Ohiir: for thoro is no established or 
accepted definition of the phrase ew cathedrd, and ho 
has uo power tor obtain one, and no guide to direct 
him in his choice among some twelve theories on 
ifte subject, which, it is said, are bandied to and fro 





‘Constitutio de Hoolosia,’ o, iv. 


IN TUEIR BEARING ON CLVILgALLECLANGE, bit) 


al 
among Roman theologians, exeapt the despised and 
discarded agoney of his private indgmont, But whilg 
thug gorely lantalisod, ho" ig nob ond whit rolecled, 
Bor thore ia still ono person, and one only, who tan 
unquestionhbly declare ex cathedrd what is gtoathedrd 
and what is not, end who can deelaro it yhon and aa 
he pleasos. That person is the Popo himsolf. The 
“provision is, thas no document, ho issues shall bo valid 
without a soal? but ihe soal yorhaias undor his own 
solo lock and koy. , 

Again, it may bo sought to lend, thes the Pope 
is, after all, only operating by sanctions which un- 
gnestionably belong to tho, religious domain. Ho 
does not propose to invade the country, 10 seize 
Woolwich, or burn Portsmouth, Tle will only, at 
the worst, excommunicate opponents, as hoe has ex- 
communicated Dr. von Dijlinger and others. Is this 
a good answer? Afior all, oven in tho Middlo Agos, 
it was not by the direct action of flects and armies of 
their own that the Popog, contended with, kings who 
were refractory ; it wa mainly*by inlordicls, and by 
the xefusal, which they entailed whon tho Bishops 
were not brave enough to refuse their publication, 
of religious offices to the people. It was thus that 
England suffered under John, Franco undor Philip 
Augustus, Leon under Alphonse tho Noble, ayd 
every country in iis turn. But the inforence may be 
drawn that they who, whilo using spiritual weapons 
*for such an end, do not employ temporal means, only 

v2 
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fail 10 employ them because thoy have them not, 
A religious society, which dolivors volloys of spiritual 
censtres ordér to impedo the porformaryoe of 
civil dutids, doos all the mischiof that is in its powor 
to do, aif, brings into question, in the fico of the 
State, its tile to civil protection. 

« Will it be said, finally, that the Infallibility touches 
nly matter of faith and morals? ‘Only mattor of | 
morals! ‘Will any “of tho Roman fasuists kindly 
acquaint us what are tho departments and functions 
of human lifo which go not and cannot fall within ¢ho 
domain ofmorals? IJ§ they will not tell us, we must 
look elsowhore, In “hisework entitled ‘Literature 
and Dogma,’ * Mr. Matthew Arnold quaintly informs 
us—as they tell us nowadays how many parts of our 
poor bodios are solid, and how many aqueous—that, 
about seventy-five per cent, of all wo do belongs fo 
the department of “conduct.” Conduct and morals, 
we may supposo, are nearly co-oxtensive, hreo- 
fourths, then, of life aro thug handed over. But who 
will guarantog to us’ tho olhor fourth? Cortainly 
not St, Paul; whosays, “ Whother therofore ye cat, 
or drink, or whatsoever yo do, do all to the glory of 
God.” And “Whatsoever yo do, in word or in 
decd, do aif in tho name of the Lord Jesus.”¢ No! 
Sych a distinction would bo the unworthy devico of a 


* Pages 16, 44, 
+1 Cor, x, 81; Col, ili, 7, 
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shallow policy, vainly used to hide thé ‘daring of tht 
wild ambition which at Rome, not from the throno but 
from behind’ tho throne; prompis tho movements of 
the Vattcean. I care not to’ ask if thoro Ib drogs or 
tatters of*human life, such as can oscapoefrom tho 
description and boundary of mozals, I fubmil that 
Duty is a power which rises with us in Tho morning, 
and goes to reat with us at night. It is co-oxtensi¥e 
with the actidh of our intelligeitce,, Ii is the shadow 
Which cleaves 10 us go where we will, and which 
ogly ledves us when we leave tho light of lifo. 80 
then it is tho supreme direction*of us in respect to all 
Duty, which the Pontiff Agel&vos to belong to him, 
sacra approbante concilio: and thig declaration ho 
makes, not as an otiose opinion of the schools, bul, 
cunctis fidelibus eredendam et tenendam. 

\ But we shall now seo that, evon if a loophole had 
at this point been left unclosed, tho void ig supplicd 
by anothor provision of tho Decrees, While the 
reach of the Infallibility is,as wide as it may ploaso 
the Pope, or those who may- prompt the Popa, to 
make it, thero is somothing wider still, and that is 
the claim to an absolute and entiro Obedionce, This 
Obedience is to be rendered to his ordovs in tho cases 
T shall proceed to point out, without any qualifying 
condition, such as the ew cathedrd, The sounding 
name of Infallibility has so fascinated the public 
mind, and riveled it on the Fourth Chapter of tho 
Constitution de Ecolesid, that its near neighbour, the 
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Third Chapter, bas, at Jonas, in my opinion, received 


vory much loss than justice. Let us turn to it, : 
e 


Orjusomnquo vilfis ob dignilatis pastores atyuo fidolgs, éam 
pool@mne singuli quem simul omnes, officio hiormtehiet suborai- 
nationis verwgue obedientie obstringuntur, nok solam in 1obus, 
quit ad fidSinw ob mores, sod otiam in iis, que ad disciplinam ot 
regimon Uecologieo por totum orbom diffusm pertinent, . .. . Hao 
est Cutholioy voritatis doctrina, a qui deviaro, salva fide atque 
a@luic, nomo potest... . 

“ Docomus etiam cf deqaramus eum oso futicom supromim 
fidolium, ot in omnibtes causis ad cxamon ccclosiasticum spea- 
temtibus ad ipsius posse jucficium recuret : Sodis vero Apostolion, 
oujus auctoritaté migjor non ost, judidium a nemino fue rebygo- 
dandum, aa onigtyr de ojus licore judiomo judicio.”* 


Even, therefore, whére, the judgments of the Pope 
do not present the ercdentials of infallibility, they 
are unappealablo and irreversible : no person may pass 
judgment upon thom; and all men, clerical and lay, 
dispersedly or in the aggregate, are bound iruly 6 
obey them; and from this rule of Catholic trath no 
man can dopartt savo at the peril of his salvation. 
Suroly, it is allowable to say, that this Third Chapter 
on universal obodionas is a formidable rival to tho 
Fourth Chapiér on Infallibility. Indeed, to an ob 
server from without, it seems to leave the dignity to 
the other, but to reserve the stringency and efficiency 
to itself, The Fourth Chapter is the Merovingian 
Monarch; the third is the Carolingian Mayor of the 
Paface. Tho fourth has an ovorawing splendour ; 


* ' Dogmagic Constitutions,’ &o,, 6, iii, Dublin, 1870, pp, 80-82, 
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the third, an ixon gripo. Little docs i matlor to mo 
whether my superior claims infallibility, so long: as 
he is entitled*to demand tnd exhct conformity. , This, 
it, will Be observed, ho defiands evon ii casos znot 
’ covered by his*infallibility ; cases, therefore, in which 
he admits it to be possible that he may be *wrong, but 
finds it intolerable to be told so, As*ho must bo 
obeyed in all hjs judgments though not en cathedré, 
it seems a pity he could not likewise’ give tho com- 
folting’ assurance Lis thoy sare all cor tain to be 
“right. ¢ 

But why this ostonsiblo rodfiplication, - this appe- 
rent surplusage? Why did Tike astuto contrivers of 
this tangled scheme conclude that they could not 
afford to rest ¢éntent with pledging the Council to 
Infallibility in ierms wiiich are not only wido to a 

Yaigh degree, bt clastic beyond all measure ? 

, Though thoy must have known perfectly woll that 
“ fith and morals” carried everything, or overything 
worth having, in the purely individual sphere, thoy 
also knew just as well tat, evon whero iho individual 
was subjugated, they might and woukl slill have to 
deal with the State, 

In medieval history, this distinction is not only 
clear, but glaring, Outside the* bordors of some 
narrow and proscribed sect, now and thon emerging, 
‘we never, or scarcely ever, hear of private and yor- 
sonal resistance to the Pops, The imanlul “Pro- 
testantiam ” of medieval times had its aclivity almost, 
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ontiroly in the sphoro of public, national, and stifle 
rights. Too much attention, in my opinion, cannot 
bo fastened on this *point.+ Ib ig tho very root and 
kornel ofthe mattor, Individual sorvitudes héw8yer 
abject, will not satisfy the party now deminant in 
tho Lafie Church: tho Stato must also bo a 
slave, 

» Our Saviour had recognised as distinct tho two. 
provinces of the civil rule and the Church; had no- 

whore intimated ‘that the spiritual authority was*to 

claim tho disposal of physical force, and to denirol in’ 
its own domain the authority which is alone responsible 

for extorndl peaco, ontuf, and safoly among civilised 

communities of men. Tt has beor alike tho pecu- 

liavity, the pridé, and tho misfortune of the Roman 

Church, among Christian communities, to allow to 

self an unbounded use, as far as ils powor would ger 
of earthly instfuments for ‘spiritual ends, We havo 

seen with what ample assurancos* this nation arid 

Parliament were fed in 1826 ; how woll and roundly 

the full dnd- undivided vight# of the civil power, and 

the separation of the two jurisdictions, wero affirmed, 

All this had at letgth been undone, as far as Popes 

could undo it, in the Syllabus and the Eneyelical. Ii, 

remained to complete tho undoing, through the sub- 

serviency or pliabilily of the Council. 

_ And the work is now truly complete. Lest it 





* Sao further, Appondix B 
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should be said that supremacy in faith atid morals, full 
ddminion over personal belief and conduct, did not 
cover, the collective action of men in States, a third 
provines® was opened, not indeed to the abstPact assor- 
" tion of Infillibility, but to the far move praetical and 
decisive demand of absolute Obedienco, And this 
isthe proper work of the Third Chapitr, to which 
T am endeavouring to do a tardy justice. Lot ts 
liston again 10 its few ‘but Pecan words on tho 
point: ** 

‘Non folum in robus, qi ad fidem of mores, sod ctiam in 
iis, que ad disciplinam of seinen 2 Wecldsioo por totum orbom 
diffuse pertinent.” 

‘Absolute obedience, it is golly declared, is due to 
the Pops, at the poril of salvation, not alone in faith, 
in morals, but in all things which concern the disci- 
ipline and government of the Ohurch, ‘Thus ave swopt 
into the Papal net wholo multitudes of facts, wholo 
systems of government, provailing, though in dif- 
ferent degrees, in every cougiry of the world, Even 
in the United States, where the sevoranco betweon 
Church and State is supposed to be cdinplete, a long 
eqtalogue might be drawn of subjects belonging to 
the domain and competency of the State, bub also 
undeniably affacting the government of the Ohurch ; 
such as, by way of example, marriage, burial, edu- 
cation, prison discipline, blasphemy, poorreliof, fh- 
corporation, morimain, religious ondowments, yows 

~ of celibacy and obedience, In Europe the girdle is 
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far wider, tho points of contact and of interlacing 
almost innumerable, But on all matters, respecting 
which ey. Popemay think proper to declare that they 
concern Cithor faith, or morals, or the government, 
or discipline. of the Church, he claimg, with: tho 
approval of a Council undoubtedly E Houmenical in 
the Roman senso, the absolute obedience, at the peril 
Sf salvation, of every member of hiscommunion. 

Tt seems not as yet.to have been thought wise. to 
pledge the Council in*terms to tho Syllabus and fh he 
Encyclical. "That achievemestt 4 is probably®. reseyved. 
for some,one of “#8 sittings yet to come, In the 
meantime it is welltto yemember, that this claim in 
respect of all things. affecting the discipline and 
government of the Church, as.-well: ag faith and. 
conduety is lodged in open day by tind in:thé Fale 

Ponti whe tins condémiiod 
aiting, a: fees press, toleration oft. i 
liberty of conscience, the study.of- civil and ‘chile. 
sophical, matters i in independence of the ecclesiastical . 
authority, marriage unless: silcramentally contracted, 










and the definition by the State of the civi] aight 
(Jura) of the: Ohurch ; who has demiitide 
Church, therefore, the title to defing.: 
rights, “together” with a divind right. té. divil im- 
munities, and.a right to use physical fered ; and who 
hag also proudly asserted that the Popes of the Middle - 
Ages with their. councils did. not invade the rights of 
princes, as for example, Gregory VIL, of the Emperor * 
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Henry IV. ; Innocent IML, of Raymond of Toulouse ; 
Paul IIL, i in deposing Henry VIII. ; or Pius V,, in 
perignping the like paternal office for Hlizabeth, 

E submit, then, that my four rth.proposition is trvfo% 
and that Hilgland i is entitled to ask, and tokmow, in 
what.way the obedience ‘required by tha Popo and 
the Council of the Vatican is to be reconeiled with, 
the integrity of civil allegiance ? 

i has been ghown that the Head of their Church, 
80 supported as undoubtedly to speale with its highoat 
authority’. claims from” Roman Catholics « ® plenary 
obedience to whatever he maygesire in relation not 
to faith but. to morals, and. not duly to these, but to- 
all that concerns the government ard discipline of 
the Chureh: : that, of this, much lies within the domain 
of the Stato: that, to obviate all misapprehension, tho 
Pope demands for himself the right to determine the 
province of his own. rights, and has go defined it in 
forvial documents, as to warrant any and ovary in- 
vasion of tho oivil sphere, and that this npwevorsion: 
of the principles éf the:Papal Ohitteh ingxorably binds’ 
its menabers to the admission. of, these exorbitant 
clains, without any rofupe. or reservation on behalf 
of their duty to the Crown, ° 

‘Under circumstances such as these, it seoms not 
tob much to’aak of them to confirm the opinion which 
we; a8 follow-countrymen, entertain of them,” by 
sweeping away, in such smaniner and torms as they 

may ‘think best, the presumptive imputatione which 
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thoir ecclesiastical rulors at Romo, acting autocrati- 
cally, appear to hayo brought upon their capacity to 
pay'o solid and tindivided allegiance; and to fulfil 
the enghgemont which thoir Bishops, as political 
Rponsows, promised and declared for thenf in 1826. 

Tt would be impertinent, as well ag needless, to 
suggest what should be said, All that 'is requisite is 
*to indicate in substance that which {if the foregoing 
argument be sound) is not wanted, and that which 
is, What is not wafted is vague and general asser- 
tion, of whatever kind, and however sincere, What 
is wanted, and that_in the most specific form and 
the clearest terms, I tale to bo gne of two things; 
that is to say, either— v 

I. A demonstration that neither in the name of 
faith, nor in the name of morals, nor in the name of 
the government or discipline of the Church, is, tite 
Pope of Romo able, by virtue of tho powers asserted 
for him by the Vatican decreo, to make any claim 
upon thosg who adhere do his communion, of such a 
nature as can impair the Integrity of their civil 
allegiance; or clge, ' 

TL. That, if and when such claim is made, it will 
even although resting on the definitions of the 
Vatican, be repelled and rejected; just as Bishop 
Doyle, when he was asked what the Roman Catholic 
clergy would do if the Pope intermeddled with their 
religion, replied frankly, “The consequence would 
be, that we should oppose him by every means in 
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our power, even by the exerciso of dur spiritual 
authority.” * ; 0 SS 

Ty jhe absence of explicit assurances to ‘this 
effect, we" should appear to bo, led, nay, diven, by 
just reasoning upon that documontary ovidenco, to 
the conclusions :— : 

1, That the Pope, authorised by ifs Council, 
claims gor himself the domain (a) of faith, (0) of 
mals, (6) of all that concerns the government and 
discipline of the Church, i a 

2% That he in like manner claims the powgr of 
determining the limits of those dniains, . 

3. That he does not sevey thtm, by any acknow~ 
ledged or intelligible line, from tho domains of civil 
duty and allegiance, 

4, That he thereforo claims, and claims from the 
month of July 1870 onwards with ylonary autho-. 
rity, from every convert and membor of his Church, 
that ho shall “place his loyalty and civil duty at tho 
‘miéray of another :” that othor being himpol 


a 


V. Bue Trun, ane ru Propogstions Marerran P 


But next, if theso propositions be true, aro thoy 
also material ?. The claims cannot, as I much fear, bo 
denied to have been made, It cannot bo denied 
that the Bishops, who govern in things spirijual m ore 


‘ Report,’ March 18, 1826, p, 101," 
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than. five millions (or nearly one-sixth) of tho inha- 
bitants of the United Kingdom, havo in some casos 
promoted, in all cases aceopted, iheso claims, edighas 
born a {dvourite purpoke of my life not conjure, 
up, but to conjure down, public alarms.’ I am not 
now going to’ pretend that cilher forcign foe or 
domostic pRason can, at the bidding of the Court of 
Rome, disturb theso peaceful shores, ‘But though’ 
such fears may ,bo*visionary, it is fiore visionary 
still to suppose for ohe moment that the claims of, 
Gregory vIn of Innocent III.? and of Boniface VUL, 
have beep disinterfed, in the ninoteenth contury, 
like hideous mummy picked out pf Egyptian sar- 
cophagi, in tho interests of archeology, or without 
a definite and practical aim. As rational beings, we 
must rost assured that only with a very clearly 
concoived and foregone puyposo have thoge astonish? 
ing reassertions beon paraded before tho woild, 
What is that purpose ? 

T can,well belicvo that it is in part thoological. 
There have always sheen, arid there still are, no 
small proportién of our race, and thoso by no moans 
in all respects the worst, who are sorely open to the 
temptation, especially in times of religious disturb- 
ance, 1o discharge their spiritual rosponstbilitios by 
power of gitorney. As advortising Touses find custom 
in proportion, not so much to the solidity of their 
resources as 10 the magniloquenco of their promises 
atid asst ances, so theological boldness in the extension 

ty 


IN ‘THEIR BEARING ON CLVIL ALLEGIANON, ay 


of such claims is sure to pay, by widdtling oortain 
cittles of devoted adherents, however it may ropel 
the mass of ‘mankind. *There* wore two spacial 
ongdn&gements to this enterprise at the proagnt 
‘day : one of thém the perhaps unconscious byt mani-, 
fest leaning of somo, outside the Roman precinct, to 
undue exaltation of Church power; tht other the 
reaction, which, is and must bo brought about iw 
favour of superttition, by the lovity of the destructive 
ae pi so widely current, and the notable 

hargihoot of the anti-Christian writing ®f the day. . 

But it is impossible to accourtt sufficiently m, this 
manner for ‘the particular Gotse which "has been 
acttally pursued ‘by the Roman Court, .All morbid 
spiritual appetites would have been” amply satisfied 
by claims to infallibility in creed, to the prerogativo 
ef iniracle, io dominion over the unseen world, In 
truth there was occasion, in this view, for nothing, 
excopt a liberal supply of Salmoncan. thundor — 

« “Dum flammas Jovis, - sopilus imiteatur Olyayp apie He 


All this could have beén managed by a fow Teizols, 
judiciously distributed over Europe. Therofore tho 
question still remains, Why did thet Oourl, with 
policy for over in its eye, lodge such formidablo 
demands for power of the vulgar kind in that sphero 
which is visiblo, and whore hard knocks can undouhi- 
edly be given as a walk as received ? 


Ath, vi. 586, 
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‘Tt must Lo for somo political object, of a very 
tangible kind,-that the risks of so daring a reid upon 
tho civil sphero havo heen deliberately’run. 

A. daring raid it is, For it is most eviderft that” the. 
‘very asgeriion of principles which éstablish an ox- 
emption from allegiance, or which impair its coms’ 
pletoness, oes, in many other countries of Europe, 
fir more direcily than with us, to the,creation of poli- 
tical strife, and tp dangers of tho md%t material and 
tangiblo kind, The struggle, now proceoding % Fu 
Germany, at‘dnco occurs to to mind as a“palmgry 
instance, Iam nof*competont to give any opinion 
upon the particulanse SF that strnggle, The institu- 
tions of Germany, and the relative estimate of State 
power and individual freedom, aro materially different 
from ours. But I must say as much as this, Tirst, 
it is not Prussia alono that i is touched; elsewhoros 
too, the bone Ties ready, though the contention may 
bo delayod. In other States, in Austria particularly, 
thoro arg recent Jaws in forco, raising much tho game 
issuos, as tho Falck Jaws “have raised, But tho 
Roman Court possesses in perfection one art, the art 
of waiting; and itis her wiso maxim to fight but 
one enemy at a time. Secondly, if I havo traly 
represented the dlaims promulgated from the Vati- 
can, it is difficult to deny that those claims, and the 
power which has made them, are primarily respon- 
sible for the pains and porils, whatever they may be, 
of the present conflict between German and Roman 
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enactments. And that which was once’ truly said of 
France, may now also be said with ‘hot less truth 
of Germany : “when Gormany is disquieted, Europe 
cannot be’ at rest, a 
I should Teel less anxiety on this subject mad tho 
Supreme Pontiff frankly recognised lis altered posi- 
tion since the events of 1870; and, in fanguage as 
‘clear, if notyas emphatic, as that § in which he has 
prosoribed modbrn civilisation, givea to Europo the 
pssurance that he would be ‘no party to the re- 
estaplishfient by blood and violence of ihe Tem- 
poral Power of the Church, lt is easy 1q conceive 
that his personal benevolances no less than his 
feelings ag an Italian, must have inglined him indi- 
vidually towards a course so humane; and I should 
add, if I might do it without presumption, so pru- 
dent, With what appegrs to an Hpglish eye a 
lavish prodigality, successive Italian Govornments 
haye made over tho coclosiastical powors and privi- 
legee. of the Monarchy, not to tho Ghyrch of the 
cotntry for tho revival of the ‘ancient, popular, and 
self-governing elements of its constitution, but to the 
Papal Chair, for the establishment of ecclesiastical 
despotism, and the suppression of the last vestiges of 
independence. This course, so difficult for a foreignor 
to appreciate, or even to justify, lias boen met, nob by 
reciprocal conciliation, but by a constang fire ‘of 
denufoiations and complaints. Whon the tone 
ofthese denuncigtions and complaints is epmparec| 
Ek 
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with the languige of the authorised and favoured 
Papal organs th tha press, and of the Pliramontene 
party (now tho sole logitimate party of the Lptin 
Ohtrch) throughout.Hurope, it leads many to thé, 
painful ag revolting concltision that thot® is a fixed 
putposs among ‘the sectet inspirers of Rortian polioy 
to pursue,-by the road of force, upon the arrival of 
any favourable opportunity, the favourite project’ 
of re-etectirig the ietresttidl throne of the Popsdom, 
even if it can only be ‘re-erected on the ashes of the, 
city, anid amidst the Whitening’ bones of the people,” 
Tt is difficult to cottegixe or contemplate the effects of 
such an endeavour." But the existonce at this day 
of the policy, even in bare idea, is itself a portentous 
evil, Ido not hesitate t6 ‘say that it isan Incentive 
to pentral disturbance, a promiun upon European 
wars; It is id my opinion tot sanguite ohly, but 
altnost Hdiculouy to imagine that such « project sould 
eventually succeed ; but it is difficult to over-estimate 
the effect which it mightproduce in generating and 
exasportting strife, Tt might even, to dome extent, 
disturb and paralyge the action of such Govornments 
aaviight interpose for no separate purpose of thelr 
own, but only with a view to the maintenuts or 
reatoration of the general peace, If the buleful 
Powet which, is expressed by the phrase Curia 
Romana, pnd not at all adequately rendered in its 
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historlo force by the usual Thiglish eqttivalont 
« Bourt of. Rome,” really enterjains * the scheme, it 
douptless, counts on the support in every countr y of 
atts organised and devoted party; which, when it%an 
command the scales of political power, wiJl*promote 
interference, and, when it is in a minority, will work 
for securing neutrality. As the peace of Europe 
“may be in jeopardy, and as the duties even of Eng- 
apd, as one (60 to speak) of its “constabulary autho- 
rities, might come to be in question, it would be most 
intatdsting to know the mental attitude of our Roman 
Catholic fellow-countrymen ingkingland and Ireland 
with reference tothe subject; ard it seems to be ono, 
on which we are entitled to solicit information. 

For there cannot be the smallest doubt that the 
*emporal powor of the Popedom comos within tho 
taue meaning of the wounds used at the Vatican 10 
describe the subjects on which the Popo is authorised 
to claim, under awful sanctions, tho obodiends ‘a the 
‘4fuithtal.”: It is even possible’ that #e hate! Hert 
the: key to the énlarfetisht ‘of thg provines of 
Obediénce beyond ths limits of Infallibility, ahd to 
the introduction of the remarkable phrase ad désed- 
plinam et regimen Ecclesia. No impartial person cat 
detty that the question of tho temporal powor very 
evidently concerns the discipline and government of 
thét Oiturch—concerns it, and most mischiowously as 
I should venture to think; but in the opinion, up to 
a late date, of many Pease Catholics, not owly most 

BR 2 
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beneficially, bht even. essentially. “Let it be remem- 
bered, that suck a man as the late Count 1 Montaleth- 
ert, who in his general politics was of the Liberal 
party, did not. sciuple fo hold. that the millions of 
Roman Patholics throughout thé, word’, wore C0- 
“partners with the inhabitants of the: States: ‘of the 
Church’ in fegard to their civil’ govern 
‘af constituting the vast majority, were : 
otititled to override them, Tt was algo rather’ come" 
monly held, a quarter of a century” ago, that the, 
question of the States of the "Ghurch was Ohe with . 
which none but Rowan Catholic Powers could’ have 
anything to do. This dgotrine, I must own, was to 
mo at all times unintelligible. It is now, to say the 
least, hopelessly and irrecovorably obsolete. 
Archbishop Manning, who is the head of the Papal 
‘Ohureh in England, and whose edalesiastical tone is 
supposed to be in’ the closest: accordance with: that 
‘of ils headquarters, has. not thought it too much 
to. say that, the civil order of all Christendom “ig 
the offspring of the “Temporal Power, and: hag the 
‘Toniporal Power for its keystone; that on the de- 
strudtion of the “Teraporal Power. “the laws of 
nations would at once ‘fall in. ruins,” that’ (our 
old friend). ‘the deposing Power « taught subjects 
ohedience and, | Srinobe alemeney.""* * Nay, this high 
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authority has proceeded further } an&-has dlovated 
the. Temporal, Power ‘to the rank of. necessary 
doctrine. | 
The Cathone UNUTCH CANLOT VO SHGNT, 1 CUIMOU HO 41n 
péaoe ; it cysnoteceaso to preach th ‘doatrines of Revalation, 
not only of the Trinity qnd of the Incarnation, Wat likewise 
of thé Seven Sacraments, and of tho Infallibility of tho Church 
of God, and of the necessity of Unity, and of fo Sovercignty, 
both spiritual and L temporal, of the Holy See,” * ° 
I never, far my own part, heard that tho work 
Tontaining this remarkable passage was placed in the 
‘IndexeProhibitorumsLibrorum,’ On the contrary, its 
-diStinguished author was elevated, on the first oppor- 
tunity, to the headship of th€,Roman Episcopacy in 
England,and to the puidarice of the million. or there- 
‘abouts of souls in its communion: .And the more 
recent utterances of the oracle have not, descended 
from the high level of those already cited, They 
have, indeed, the recotimendation Sf a comment, 
‘pot without fair claims to authority, on. the recent 
tions of the Pope and the Couneil ;, and of ono 
foes to prove how, for: Lam fron having. exag- 
gerated, or. strained i in the, foregoing pages the mean- 
ing of those declarations, Especially does this hold 
good on the one point, the most vital of the whole— 
the title to define the botder line of the two provinces, 
hich the naliehsy not aces takes to be the true 


ball 











aA The presont Crisis of tho Eloly. See” By H, a Manning, 
DB, London, 1861, p. 7 
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ne { ; : 
eriigrion of stypromaay, as between rival powers like 
tho Church andthe Stato. 


‘Tf, thon, tho civil pSwer be*not competent to deside the 
limits of the spiritual power, and if the spiritual pownr tan 
dofin®, with a divine certainty, itg own limits, tt is evidently 
suprome, gr, in other words, the aphitual poway enows, with 
divine certaifity, tho limits of its own jurisdiction; and it 
knows iheofore the limits and the compotence of the civil 
power, Tt isethoroby, in matters of religion and conscience 
supreme, I do not see how this oan be denied without aaa / 
Ohristinnity, And if this be so, this 18 thé dootrine of thi 
Bull Vnam Sanctam,* and of the Syllabus, and of the Vatiodir 
Council, It is, ia fact, Ulaamontanjgm, for this tern means + 
noithor Joss nor moic, ‘Tho Ohurch, therefore, is sepamto 
and. auprome,, o0 

“Tot us thon ascertain gfmowhat furthe1, what is the mean- 
ing of supreme, Any powor which is indopéndont, and can alone 
fiw the limits of its owngu isdiction, and can thereby fim the limits of 
all other jurisdictions, is, ipso facto, supreme.t But the Church of 
Josys Chiist, within the sphore of revelation, of feith and monala, 
is all this, ov is nothing, or wonso than nothing, an imposturo 
and’an wsiirpationg-that is, it is Canist or Antichrist,” 


But the whole pamphlet should be read by those who 
desire to know the true senso of tho Papal declara- 
tions and "Vatican decrecs, asrthoy are understood by 
tho most favourod ecclesiastics; understood, I am 
bound to own, so fér as I can seo, in their natural, 
legitimate, and inevitable sense, Such readers will 

ape 

* On the Bull Ungm Sanctam, “of a most odjous kigd;” soo 
Bishop Doyle’s Essay, aleady cited. Ho thus desoribes it, 

+ Tho italios ave not in the original, 

j ‘ Omsarism and Ultramontanism,’, By Archbishop Manning, 
1874, pp. 85-6, ° 
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he assisted by the treatise in seeing early, and in 
adinitting frankly that, whatever demends may hers- 
after, and in Whatever sitcumsténces, be made upon 
us, vé shall be unable to advance with any lairpess 
"the plea that it*has been done without due neice, 

There are millions upon millions of the Protestants 
of this country, who would agree with®Archbishop 
Manning, if he.were simply telling us that Divint 
truth is not toe sought from the jips of the State, 
ner to be sacrificed at its command, But thase 
milligng¢would tell hifa, in return, tha? the State, as 
the | power which is alone responsible for the external 
order of the world, can alone obaclusivoly and finally 
he vompetent to determine ‘what is to take place in 
the sphere of that external order. 

I haye shown, then, that the Propositions, espe- 
cially that which has been felt to bet the chiof one 
among them, being true, are also material ; material 
to be generally known, and clearly understood, and 
well sonsidered, on civil grounds; inasmuch aa they 
in'yade, at a muliiinde of points, the civil sphere, and 
seem even to haya po very vemate oi shadowy con- 
nection with the future peace and gseurity of Chris- 
tendom. 


YI. Warn wun Proposrrioys PROPER ‘ta RR SUT 
FORTHE BY tHE eRESENG Writer? 


There remains yet before us only the shortest and 
least significant portion of the inquiry,_ namely, 
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whether thesé things, being true, and being: material 
to be said, wore also Proper to be said by me, I mast 
ask pardon, if a tone of egotism be detected i in this 
necessarily subordinate portion of my remaf! Ker, 
For tpirty years, and i in a great variety of circumé 
stances, in” offict and ag an independent Member of 
Parliamon{,In majorities and in small minoritiés, and 
during the larger portion of the time* as the repre 
sentative: of a great constituency, tatinly clerical, T 
have, with others, laboured to maintain and extend, 
the civil rights of my Roman. Catholic followScoungry- 
men, , The Liberel Party of this country, with which 
a have been, sanaanaly associated, Jhas sutfered, and 
sometimes suffered heavily, in public favour and in 
influence, from tho belief that {t was too ardent in the 
pursuit of that policy.; while at the same time it haa 
always; been in..the worst, odour with. the'Court of 
Rome,.:in consequence of its (I-hope): uhalterablé 
attachment. to Italian ‘liberty and independence: -I 
have sometimes beon the spokesman. of that party in 
recommendations which have.tended to ‘fostet iit. feat 
the. imputation I have mentioned, though not! té 
warrant it as matter of reason, But it has existed iii 
fact: So that while (as I think): general justios: to 
‘society required. that these things which Lieve tiow 
set forth should be written, specitil justice;as towards 
the: party to which I'am loyally-attached, and which 


» From. 1847.t0°1865-I sat, for the-University of Oxfdrdi’d 
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T may. have had @ sharo‘in thus placinghta disadvati- 
tafe Before our county ymen, made it, to say the least, 
becoming that I should nof shrink from wr iting them. 
th discharging that office, I have sought to perform - 

“the part ndt of'a theological partisan, -but singply of & 
good citizen; of one hopeful that mahy of his, Roman 
Catholic friends and fellow-countrymen, who are, to 
‘say the least ofe it, as: good: citizens ‘as himself, may 
perceive that tKe case is not:a fiivalous case, but one 
Mat merits their attention. 
'” |will*next proceed “to give the reason why, up to 
a recent date, I have thought it fight in the main to 
leave.to any others, who might feel it, the duty of 
dealing in detail with this question. , 

. The great change, which seems to me to: have been 
bronght about in. the position’ of Roman Catholic 
Christians as citizens, reaghed its consummation, and 
came into full operation in July 1870, by tho -pro- 
goedings or so-called decrees of the Vatican. Council, 
Jp to that time, opinion ‘inthe Romag Ohurch’én 
“all. mattets. involving: efvil | 'Tibevty, though. partially 
and sometimes: widely: intimidated, was free wherever 
it was resolute, During the Middle Ages, heresy was 
often extinguished in blood, but in every Cisalpine 
country a principle of Ithediy: to a’grent extent, held 
its, own, and national life refused to be put down. 
Nay-anore, these precious and “inestimable gifts had 
not infrequently. for their champions a local prelacy 
andlergy,: The Constitutions of Clarendog, cursed 
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from the Papal throne, were the work of tho English 
Bishops. Stephen Langton, { appointed directiy, 
through an extradidinarf stretch of power, by 
Innocent IL, to the Sdo of Canterbury, headed the 
Barons of England in extorting from the Papel” 
minion John, stho worst and bascst of all our 
Sovereigns, "that Magna Charia, which the Pope 
af once visited with his anathemas, In the reign: 
of Henry VIIL, jt was Tunstal, Bish®p of Durham, 
who first wrote against the Papal domination. 
Tunstal was Tollowed by Gafdiner; and fyen the 
recognition of thé sRoyal Ieadship was voted by 
the clergy, not undor“Orenmer, bué_whder his unsus- 
peeled predecessor Warham. Strong and dominéer- 
ing as was tho high Papal party in those centuries, 
the resistance was tanful, Thrice in history, it 
seemed as if what wo may call the Constitytional 
party in tho Oburch was about to triumph; first, at 
tho epoch of the Council of Constanco; secondly, 
when tho Rrench Episcopate was in conflict with 
Pope Innocont XI.;. thirdly, when Clemont XIV, 
levelled with the dust the deadliest foes that mental 
and moral liborty have ever known. But from July 
1870, this state of things has passed away, and the 
death-warrant of that Constitutional party has beon 
signed, and sealed, and promulgated in form, 

“Before that time arrived, although had used exs 
pressions ‘sufliciently indicative as to the tendenoy of * 
things in the great Latin Oommunidn, yet I had for 
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yery many years felf it to he the fitwé and para 
mownt duty of the British Legislatwre, whatever 
Rome might shy or do, i¢ give "to Ireland all that 
justi¢e *could demand, in regard to matters of opn~ 
science and-of diyil equality, and thus to sol herself 
right in the opinion of the civilised-world. So far 
from seeing, what some believed they saw a spirit of 
unworthy compliance in such a course, it appeared 
to me the onlyeone which suited either the dignity 
ovthe duty of my country. While this debt remained 
unpaid, hoth before arti after 1870, I @id not think 

it mY province to open formally @ dine of argument 
on a question of prospective rather than immediate 
moment, which might have prejudiced the matter of 
duty lying nearest our hand, and movally injured 
Great Britain not less than Ireland, Churchmensand 
Nonconformists not less than adherents of the Papal 
Communion, by slackening" the dispositioh to pay tho 
debt of justice, When Parliament had passed the 
Chprgh, Agt of 1869 and the Land Aot of 1870, there 
' remained quly, under ths grea head of Imperial 
equity, one serious question to be dealt with—that of 
thehigher Education. I consider that the Liberal majo- 
rity in the House of Commons, and the Government 
to which I had the honour and satisfiction to belong, 
formally tendered payment in full of this portion of 
the deht by the Irish University Bill of Fobruarg 
1878, Some indeed think, that it was overpaid: a 
question into which this is manifestly not place to 
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enicr, Butsihe Roman Catholic prelaey of Treland 
thought fit torprocure tho rejection of that measfire, 
by the direct influence which thoy exorcised over a 
ceytain number of Ivislf Members of Pavlidment) and 
by tho domptation which they thus $ffored—the bid)” 
in effoct, Wwhich*(to uso a homely phrase) they mado, 
to attract io support of tle Tory Opposition. Thoir 
Gfforts were crowned with a complete success, From 
that timo forward E have felt that iMe situation was 
changed, and that important mattors would havo’ to 
be cleared By’ suitablo oxpltnations. Th8 dekt to 
Treland had been *paid : a debt to the country at 
largo had still to be” disposed of, and this has como 
to be the duty of the hour, So ‘long, indeed, ‘as I 
continued to be Prime Minister, I should not have 
considered n broad political discussion on a goneral 
question suitable to proceed from me; whilo neithor 
T nor (I ani certain) my colloagues would have been 
disposed to run the risk of stirring popular passions 
by a yulggr and unexplained appeal, But every 
difficulty, arising from the ‘hecossary limitations of an 
official positidh, has now beon removed. 


VII. Ox vag Home Poxtoy or wim Furtre. ’ 


ae er) 

I could not, however, conclude these obsarvations 
without anticipating and answering an inquiry they 
suggest. “Are they, then,” it will be asked, “a 
xecgntation and a regret; dnd what are they meant 
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to recommend as the policy of the future?” My 
veply shall be succinct and plain. *Of what the 
Liberal party has accomplished, by word or deed, in 
estelighifig the full civil equality of Roman Catjo- 

“lica, I regret nothing, and I recant nothing. a" 

It is certainly a political misfortithe that, during 
the last thirty years, a Church so tainted ty its views 
of civil obedience, and so unduly capable of changin® 
its front and la@guage after Emancipation from what 
ithad been before, like an actor who has to porform 
several oltaracters in on8 piece, should ha¥o acquired an 
oxtension of its hold upon the highest classes of this 
country, The conquests have Been chiefly, as might 
have been expected, among women ;, but the number 
of male converts, or captives (as I might prefer to 
call them), has not been inconsiderable, ‘Theres no 
doubt, that every one of thoso secessions is in tho 
nature of a considerable moral and social soverance, 
‘Tho breadth of this gap varies, according to varietios 
of individual character, But it is too gommonly a 
wide one, Too commonly, the spirit of the noophyto is 
expressed by the words which have becdme notorious : 
“» Catholic first, an Englishman aflerwards.” Words 
which properly convey no more than a truism; for 
every Christian must seck to place his religion even 
before his country in his inner heart, But very far 
from a truism in the sensé in which we have been led 
to eonatrue them. We take them to mean ‘that the 
“convert” intends, in case of any conflict between 
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tho Quieon thd. tho Pops, to follow the Pope, and 
let the Queen’ shift, for herself; which, happily, she 
can well do. 

Bsually, in this country, amovement in the highést 
class “weuld- raise a presumption of a similar move- 
ment in themass, It is not so here,. Rumours hve 
gone abouf that tho proportion of members of the 
Papal Church to the population ha increased, espe- 
cially in Rogland.* But these rumotirs would sgt 
to bo confuted, by authentic figures, The Rowan 
Catholic Marriages, which supply & competent font, 
and which were 4° 8) per cent. of the whole in 18654, 
and 4°62 por cent, in 1859, wete 4'09 per cent, in. 
1869, and 4°02 per cent. in 1871, 

Theré is something at the least abnormal in such 
a paftial growth; talking éffect as it does among the. 
wéilthy and, doble, while the  psople cdunot be 
charmed, by aity indontatlon, inté the Roman canip, 
The original Gospel was supposed to be moant éspe- 
cially for the poor ; but the gospel of the ninetearth 
century from Rome ‘vourts “another and Joss’ modast 
dextittation. Tf the Pope does not contol ‘indie’ 
sotilé Among tis, he certainly controls more dares, 

The severdined, however; of a céttaii nuinber of 
lords of th soil fora those whio till it, cath BS borns, 
And so'I trtist will in like sinner i étidtired’ the 
now and very réal " aggtreasion ” of thé’ pring! ples pto- 
mulated by. Papal & ihotity, whether they | 
are.ti6t Ipyally disdlaimed.: Ti fils tndttet, cach 3 a 
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is his own fidge-tind his own guide: I obit’ spetik "for 
myslf.:' I am no longer able to aay, aad wotild: have 
said before 1870, “There ig nothifg in the nédtusary 
belie? df the Roman Catholic which can appear to 
“Finpeach - -his*full* civil title; for, whatsoever by the 
follies. of: ecclesiastical power. in hits Chireh, his 
Church itself has 2fot required of him, with binding 
authority, to. assent to. any -principles inconsistent 
with his civil daty.”” That proud is now, for the 
present at least, cut from under my feet. What’ 
thén is t@ be our course of policy herefter 2. First 
let ‘me say that, as regards t&e great Imperial 
settlement, achieved . by. slow fogrees, which. has 
sadmitted men of all creeds subsisting’ among us to 
‘Parliament, that I conceive to be so determined 
“beyond all doubt or question, as to have becomeone 
of the deep foundation-stones of thé existing Oonstitu- 
tion, But inasmuch as, short of this great chatter. of 
public liberty, and independently of all that jus beet 
ere dre -pendinpy matters. of compargtively: 
minbr moment t. Whigh :havé. booty. OF may bey: -siibj ts 
of disotssion, tot without interest attaching to thai, 
Tecan suppose 4 question to atise “in the tninds of 
sone.” My own views and intentiotia: in the future 
are-of tle smallest significance. But, if the argue 
tients I have here offered make it my duty +0 declare 
them, ; bs Bay at once the future will be exactly asthe 
past sin the little that dependa on rite, I shall be 
guided . heteafter, a heretofore, by the-gule-of inains © 
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taifing oquél civil rights irrospectivoly of religious 
differences; an shall resist all attempts to oxetude 
tho members of th8 Roman Church fiom tho benefit 
of that rule. Indeed ¥ may say that I have ‘altgady 
eiMp conclusivo indications of this view, by sup? 
porlin® ’ Poatiament, as a Ministor, sinoo 1870, tho 
repeal of éhe Ecclesiastical Titldy Act, for what I 
éhink aniplo reasous, Not only because the timo 
has not yet comeswhen wo can assume the conse. 
quences of the rovolutionary measures of 18707 to 
havo beon thoroughly weighed and digotied by all 
capable mon in tke Roman Communion. Not only 
because so great a gamorical pr oportion are, a8 I have 
before observed, necessarily incapable of mastering, « 
and forming their personal judgmont upon, the caso, 
Quife irrespoctively even of theso considorations, I 
hold that our onward oven course should not bo 
changed by“Yollies, tho cohacquonces of which, if tho 
worst como to the worst, this country will havo alike 
tho power and, in case of noed, the will to control. 
The Siato*will, I ixyst, bo over carolul to leave “the. 
domain of reigious conscionce free, and yet to keep it 
to its own domain and to allow neither private caprico 
nor, above all, foreign arrogance to dictate to it in the 
discharge of ite proper office. “England expects 
every man to do his duty ;” and none can be so well 
prepared under all circumstances to oxact its per- 
formando as that Liberal party, which has done the 
worl: of justice alike for Noriconformisis and for Ranal 
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disgidents, and whose members have sg often, for the 
sake of that work, hazared their credit, wiih the 
markedly ,Protesiant constityendies of the country. 
Strong the State of ihe United Kingdom has alffhys 
been in material strongth; and its yorat patoply is 
now, we may hopg, pretty complete. 
_ It is not then for the dignity of the Crown ang 
people of the hited Kingdom jo bo diverted from 
aepath which they havo deliberatély chosen, and 
which it,does not regi wilh all ihe» myrmidons of 
the postolic Chamber cither opgnly to obstruct, or 
secretly to undermine, Ttis rightfully to be’oxpected, 
it ig greatly to bevdesired, tlmt the Roman Catholics 
of this country should do in the Nistotconth century 
what their forefathers of England, except a handful 
of emissaries, did in the Sixteenth, when they wore 
marshalled in resislance to the Armadas and in the 
Seventeenth whon, in despite of the Papal Chair, 
they sat in the House of Lords undor tho Oath of 
Allegiance, That which we are entitled to dosira, 
we are entitled also to expect: indoed, io say wo 
did not expect it, would, in my+judgment, be the 
true way of conveying an “insult” 10 those con- 
cerned.’ In this expectation we may bo partially 
disappointed. Shguld those to whom I appeal, 
thus unhappily come io bear witness in their own 
persons to the decay of sound, méntly, true life in 
their Church, it will be their loss more than ours. 
The inhabitants of these Islands, ag a whole, are 
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stablo, wougn, somolimes crodulous and excitable; 
resolujo, though somotimgs boastful: and a strohg- 
hoaded and soundhdarted raco will not bo hindgrod, 
oir by letont or by avowod dissents, duo 10 thee. 
foroigh®inftuongs of a casio, from tho accomplish. 
mont of its mission inghe world, 
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- .J 
Tye numbers here given correspond with those of the Bighteer Pro- 
"positions given in the text, where i would havg been leas conventent 
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1, 2, 8, “Bx qué omnino falsa sooitis rogiminja ide& hand 
timent erroneam illam fovere opinidgem, Catholices Ecclesia, 
animarumque saluti maxime éxitinlom, azec.”imem. Gre- 
gorio XIV. presdecessore Nostro deltramentwm appellatam 
{oddem Enoyol. ‘Mizari’), nimirum, libertatem consciontic ot 
cnlinum esse propiium enjuscunque hominis jus, quot logo™ 
proclamari, et asseti debet in,omni recto constituti societate, 
ot jus civibus inesso ad omnimoden libortitem nulli vel 
ecclesiastic, vol civili auctoritate conrctandam, quo suo 
conceptus quoscumque sive voce sive typis, sive ali rationo 
pajam publicoque manifestaro ao declaraxe vatean’,’—Lnoy- 
clical Latter. 

4, “ Atquo silentio preterire non possuhius oom auda- 
ciam, qui sanam non sustinentes docttinam ‘illis Apostolic 
Scdis judiciis, et decretis, quorum objectum ad bonum gene- 
rale Leclesin, ejusdomque jue, ac disciplinam spectare decla- 
ratur, dummodo fidei morumque dogmata non attingat, posse 
assensum ef obedientinm detrectari absque peccato, ot plano. 
ull Catholices professionis jacturé’”—Zbid. 

5, * Hoclasia non est vera perfectaque socictas plane liber, 
nee pollet suis propriis et*constantibus juribus sibi a diyino 
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suo Mundatore § latiy; soil civilis potestatia est defiuio que 

sint Meclosin jury, ao limitos, intra quos cadom jura oxcraoio 

quoat."—Syllabus v5 ; : 

6. “Romani Pontifiecs ob Concilian cooumonica 0, limiti- 
bus gyeo potostatis recessofunt, jura Principum tsurpirant, 
bh 
Ibid. xxi, e" ye 

7.  Keclosja vis inforondw potostalay. non haket, nequo 
Potestatem allam tomporalom directam vel indirectam,— 
Itid. xxiv," ae : 

8. *Puolor potegtatom episcoputui inh&rontem, alia est 
atuibute temporalis polestas a ciyili imperio vol oxpressd Fel 
incild concessaefovocanda proptexen, cum libuosst, a civitt 

, Imporio.”—Lbid, xx%e, ° 

9, “Teoksie ot porsoparum ceclosiasticwum immunitas o 
Jo civili qutum lnbuite’—fbid, xxx, 

LO. “Tn coniietu logun utriusque polostutis, jus civile 
provalct,"—Tbid, xlii, 

_ Ls Catholicis viris probart potost ea juvontutis insti- 
trond ratio, que sit a Catholicd fido ot ab Lcclesin potestate 
sojuncta, queequo rorum dumiaxal, natwalium scientiam ao 
torrene sadiuits vito fines tantummodo vol saljem pimariun 
apeclot.”—Ibid. slviii, 

12, ©Phufosophicaum ream morumguo seientia, itomqua 
clviles legos Possunt eb debent a divin’ ob ecclesiastic’d nace 
tovilate dcelinare,”—J bid. Lvii. 

13. “ Matrimonii sagramentum non ost nisi contiactui neces 
soriuin ab eoquo separable, ipsumque sacramentum in uri 
tantim nuptiali bencdictiono situm ost,”"—1bdd, Ixvi. 

“Vi contractis moo civilis potost,intor Christianos con- 
stare vor! nominis matimonium; falsumquo est, aut contrac 
tum matrimonti inter Christionoa sompor eso sacramontum, 
atfé nullum esso contiactum, si sacramentum cxcludatw” 
—Ibid, bxkini, 

‘14. “De tomporalis rogni cum apirituali compatibilitate 
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tinm in xvebus fdoi et morum deflniondig emfirunt.”— 
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disputant intor so Christiane et Cathblices Reclosicn ft’ 
Syl{abus Ixxv. 

15, “Abrogatio civilis imperil, quo, ‘eae Sados poli- 
tur, ad Reclesin libertatom {Elicitatomquo vel maxinto con- 
dnogfet?—Tbid, Isxvi, 

"16, “ ZBtate how nostia non ampling expedit safes 
Catholicam habori tanquam unicam status yeligiacs, Sateris 
guibuscumque cultibys oxclusis,”—Ibid, Ikki. 

17. “Tine ose in quibusdam Cathblici nomini¢ 
regionibus lego q¥ium est, ut hominibus slic immignantibts 
lievat publicum Maopiii cujusquo cults cxercitium haber.” 


Cc“ byexviti. 

~w6. “Rgmanus Pontifex’ polvst ac debatgoum progressu, 
cum@ibernlismo et cum iecenti civilitato_sc&o 1econciliaro ot 
componere,”—Lbid, Ivxx, 
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Thave contented myself with « minimum of citation from 
tho documents of the poriod before Tmancipaiwe ‘Theis full 
effect can only bo gathered by such as are acquainted with, 
or will dake tho trouble 40 1ofer Invgely to tho originals. Jt. 
is yorth while, lowever, to citd tho followingypassago from 
Bishop Doyle, as it may convey, through the indignation it 
expresses, an iden of the amplitudo of tho ‘assurances which 
had been (as I believe, most honestly dnd sincotely) givon, 

“There is no justice, my Lord, in thus condemning wa 
Such conduct on tho pat of om oppgnents creates in our 
bosoms a sense of wrong being dono to us; it exhausls ow 
pationce, it provokes our indignation, and provents us from 
reiterating owr efforts to obtain a moro impartial heavifig, 
We are temptod, in such cases ag these, to aitwButo unfair 
motives to those who differ from us, as wo cannot concoiye 
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how mon gifted with “tntolligenco want fail to discover truths 
xo plainly dombnatrated. as,” 

"Phat ow-faith or our elegioney ix not rogilntost by-any 
atich déctrinos as thosd,imputdd to us; 

«That our dutiog to. tho Govornment of our woufite’y, ave 
not ¥illuenced nor alféeted. by any Bulta or ‘practices of 
Popes’ 

“eM hat: those Afitios axe to be learn A by ia, ag by ovory 
‘vthor clasy of is Majesty’s subjects, tidy the Gospel, from 
tho reason givontto us Hy God, from thithlove. of country 
which nature has implanted in our hates end from: those 
constitutional: maxfins, which aro as well undorstood, andeys 
highly: apprecinggl; by Oathalids” gt tho prosent ay ospy 
their ancestors, hg doundsd them with Alfred, ‘ox sottved 
“Atigin at Rujpayniedo,-* Doyle's 6 Meanyon the Outholia Claime,’ 

~Sondon, 1826, p..4s. 

Tho aim’ goperal tone, ad in 1826, was maintained in-the 
answors of tho wittiossés from Muynooth Colloge bofore the 
Commission of 1855. Svo, for oxunplo, pp. 182, 161-4, 

“YIQ-2275, 361, 870-H, 881-2, 894-6, 406, ‘Iho Commission 
roported: (p. 64), We seo no xenson to believe that there, 
hasbeen oaprdisloyalty in tho teaching of the Collegs, or 
any disposition to impair the obligations of an wnresorvod 

allegiance your Majesty? 


a PERT CG. 


Compare the recent and ominous forecasting of tho future 
Buropean policy of ¢ho British Cyown, in an Article froma 
Romish Periodical for the ctivrent: month, which hag direct 
relation to these matfers; and which has every appearance of 
pideoading from authority. 

i Surely i in any European complication, such ag may: any: 

day arise, nay, ‘such ag must era Tong-ariso, fromthe natural” 
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grayitation-of the forces, which avo forthe ifoment Kept in 
check and. ‘truce by..the necessity: of propiiration for theit 
inevitable collision, it may very well bo that: tho future 
sprogfortiy: of Englond may be sinked {nthe struggle, and 
that the aida whith. she may: take foay ‘be be hes 
either by justice ox interest, but: by. a passionate eblve to 
“heap sup “the oe tad ie: at eng hax,’ —Tho ‘ Month? 
for ‘November, 18M: ¢Me," Gindstone’s Dufhas' Lottery 
sp. 205. 
“his is’ 0. qugarkablo © disclosutoy. With whom could 
gland be brought into. conflict by dhy disposition sho 
we fodlgto keop. up the 41fn kingdong{, Gensidexod ns 
Stotgs, both Austria’ and Trazicé’ axo in dere ‘haimony 
with Italy. * But itis plain that at an Spomy ; sel 
tho writers of the Month’ ’ appear 18 Inoy who it is, 
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, Notico has been taken, Po tela is country and dbroad, of 
the’ apparent inertness of public Men, and OM lenst ono’ 
titish: Administration, with respoct to the subject of these 
papod “Seo Hriodberg, Gaiazen zwischen Staaf Tnd Kirche,’ 
Abthetling lit. pp, 755-6; -and the Proface %o the Fifth 

olume of Mr, Greonwood's elaborate, able, and judicial work, 
entitled ‘Oathedva Poti,’ p. iv. 

“Tf thove be any chance of such a vevival, it would: becomo:~ 
or political leaders to look move closoly into the peculiaritios :, 
of o-system, which denies th6 right of tho-subject to frendont.: 
of thought and action upon mattor’ most mater 
civil ond ieligions-welfare, Thovo is no mode of aa 
thé gpitit ond tendency of great institutions but’ 
‘study of their history. - ‘Tho weiter is -profoundly’ 
with tho conviction that ou politial instruotora have wholly 















Te ATPENDIONS, 


nogleotod this"important duty: ory which is.perhaps wqrso, 
loftitin tho hands of a clags of persons whoso zoal hag outrun 
their Misorotion, and who: have: aoupht rather to engugo the’ 
projudices than the judgnront of their hearors is fib Sousa: 
ES ’, no doubt singorely, at heart.” 
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